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Art Unit: 2162 

DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments, with respect to claims 1 - 7, filed September 01 , 2004 
have been fully considered but they are not persuasive for the following reasons. 

2. Applicant cancels claims 8- 11. 

3. Applicants argue: There is no teaching or suggestion in Haff that the remote 
device only answer and accept the files at or after the preset time" (see Remarks 
page 4, paragraph 3). 

4. In response to applicants' argument, Examiner respectfully disagrees with all of 
the allegations as argued. Firstly, Examiner wishes to thank the applicants for pointing 
out and agreeing "Haff merely suggested sending the files at a preset time" (see 
Remarks page 4, paragraph 3). Secondly, it is inherent and obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time of present invention that if a file is sent at a preset time, the file 
will be should be received at or after the preset time. Therefore, Haff suggested that the 
remote device answers and accept the files at or after the preset time. Moreover, in 
addition to the other limitations, Haff also teaches "C) connect to the remote device after 
the preset time, the connection made through the communications network (see column 
8, lines 21 -40; column 10, lines 3 - 16 and lines 27 - 31 and column 32, lines 52 - 
67)" and "F) accept, in response to the communications network not being used and in 
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response to the preset time, a connection request from the local device via the 
communications network (see column 8, lines 41 - 52)". 

5. In view of the above, the examiner contends that all limitations as recited in the 
claims have been addressed in this Action. For the above reasons, Examiner believed 
that rejection of the last Office action was proper. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

6. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the 
United States before the Invention thereof by the applicant for patent, or on an international application 
by another who has fulfilled the requirennents of paragraphs (1 ), (2), and (4) of section 371 (c) of this 
title before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent. 

The changes made to 35 U.S.C. 102(e) by the American Inventors Protection Act 
of 1999 (AlPA) and the Intellectual Property and High Technology Technical 
Amendments Act of 2002 do not apply when the reference is a U.S. patent resulting 
directly or indirectly from an international application filed before November 29, 2000. 
Therefore, the prior art date of the reference is determined under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) prior 
to the amendment by the AlPA (pre-AlPA 35 U.S.C. 102(e)). 

Claims 1 , 3, 6, 7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C 102(e) as been anticipated by U.S. 
Patent 6,219,669 issues to Maurice W. Haff et al (hereinafter "Haff'). 
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Regarding claim 1 , Haff teaches a system for transferring files to a remote host 
comprising: 

a local device (see column 10, line 7); 

a remote device (see column 10, line 5); 

a communications network (see column 10, line 7); 

the local device programmed to perform the steps of: 

A) store a plurality of files on a first mass storage unit (see column 2, lines 51 - 
54; column 6, lines 28 - 31 and column 9, lines 6 - 9); 

B) wait until a preset time (see column 6, lines 19-21); 

C) connect to the remote device after the preset time, the connection made 
through the communications network (see column 8, lines 21 -40; column 10, lines 3 - 
16 and lines 27-31); and 

D) transfer the plurality of files to the remote device via the communications 
network (see column 7, lines 16-20); 

the remote device programmed to perform the steps of: 

E) wait until the preset time (see column 6, lines 19-21); 

F) accept, in response to the communications network not being used and in 
response to the preset time, a connection request from the local device via the 
communications network (see column 8, lines 41 - 52); 
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G) receive the plurality of files in response to a grant of the connection request, 
the files received through the connnnunications network from the local device (see 
column 7, lines 38 - 45; column 9, lines 55 - 67 and column 1 0, lines 20 - 26); 

H) store the plurality of files on a second mass storage unit (see column 2, lines 
51 - 54; column 6, lines 28 - 31 and column 9, lines 6 - 9); and 

I) when ordered to by the remote host, transfer the plurality of files from the 
second mass storage unit to the remote host (see column 7, lines 46 - 52 and column 
10, lines 41 -47). 

Regarding claim 3, Haff teaches a local host, the local host transmitting the 
plurality of files to the local device (see column 10, lines 20 - 26). 

Regarding claim 6, Haff teaches a message transmitted to the remote host (see 
column 8, lines 53 - 59). 

Regarding claim 7, Haff teaches wherein the communications network further 
comprises: a public switched telephone network (see column 2, lines 4-6 and column 
6, lines 25-28). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

7. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 
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(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claim 2 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Haff in 
view of U.S. Patent 6,381 ,589 issued to JP Leon (hereinafter "Leon"). 

Regarding claim 2, Haff discloses the claimed subject matter, as discussed in 
claim 1. Haff shows in figure 1, a computer network connects multiple PCS 1o via User 
Datagram Protocol (UDP) for transferring files. Haff does not explicitly teach a universal 
serial bus (USB) connector, the USB connector connected to the local device such that 
the local device can receive files via the USB connector. 

Leon teaches a universal serial bus (USB) connector, the USB connector 
connected to the local device such that the local device can receive files via the USB 
connector (see column 4, lines 50 - 54). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine teaching of Haff with the teaching of Leon wherein the 
USB can be substituted for UDP. Universal Serial Bus can also connect multiple PCs 
and serves the same purpose of communicating/transferring data between local and 
remote devices. The motivation is that USB can connect up to 127 peripherals, such as 
external CD-ROM drives, printers, modems, mice, and keyboards, to the system 
through a single, general-purpose port. 
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8. Claims 4 and 5 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Haff in view of U.S. Patent 6,198,920 issued to William Doviak et a! (hereinafter 
"Doviak"). 

Regarding claim 4, Haff discloses the claimed subject matter, as discussed in claim 
1 . Haff discloses in column 8, lines 21 - 28 "a computer data signal embodied in a 
propagation medium Is provided. The signal enables a variable number of data transfers and 
includes an initial connection source code segment and a data transfer source code segment. 
The initial connection source code segment establishes a connection between two devices via 
predetermined listening ports, with at least one predetermined listening port residing within each 
device", Haff does not explicitly teach means for issuing a warning signal in response to 
both the communications network being used and in response to the preset time. 

However, Doviak teaches means for issuing a warning signal in response to both the 
communications network being used and in response to the preset time (see column 13, 
lines 56-62). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to combine teaching of Haff with the teaching of Doviak wherein 
inbound/outbound data event handler issues a signal in response to communications 
network. The motivation is that data event handler indicates when the data is available 
to both the local and remote devices. 

Regarding claim 5, Haff discloses the claimed subject matter, as discussed in 
claim 4. Haff discloses in column 2, lines 7 - 9 a modem that enables file transfers and 
communications and communications between computers. Haff also shows in column 
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1 1 , lines 38 - 42, a method of periodically determining whetlier eacli remote device is 
actively connected to a local device. Haff does not explicitly teach an audible sound. 

Doviak teaches an audible sound (see column 32, lines 63 - 67 and column 33, 
lines 3 -6). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine teaching of Haff with the teaching of Doviak wherein an 
muting function can be substituted for modem and the device that periodically 
determining whether each remote device is actively connected to a local device. Muting 
function is used for receiving the transmit grant signal from the radio. The motivation is 
that the muting function can be used for silencing received signals rather than voice 
traffic, which enables a remote user to mute the audible noise of the data traffic, which 
can be annoying to the remote user. 

Conclusion 

9. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .1 36(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
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the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Fred I. Ehichioya whose telephone number is 571-272- 
4034. The examiner can normally be reached on M - F 8:00 AM to 4:30 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John E. Breene can be reached on 571-272-4107. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Fred I. Ehichioya 
Patent Examiner 

Art Unit 21 62 _ , / 



February 1 , 2005 




